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Defendant Christopher George Jackson appeals from the trial court order denying
his motion to award additional days of conduct credit. We affirm.

The record on appeal is quite sparse. According to the motion defendant filed in
the superior court, on September 15, 2011, he was sentenced to six years in state prison
following his conviction for inflicting corporal and great bodily injury on a spouse. (Pen.
Code, §§ 273.5, subd. (a); 12022.7, subd. (a).)* Defendant was awarded 637 days of
custody credit and 95 days of conduct credit for a total of 732 days of presentence credit.

On April 24, 2012, defendant filed the motion at issue, contending that he was
entitled to additional conduct credits pursuant to section 4019. The trial court denied the
motion, noting that defendant’s conduct credits were properly calculated pursuant to
section 2933.1. This appeal followed.

Defendant’s appointed appellate counsel filed a Wende brief (People v. Wende
(1979) 25 Cal.3d 436), asking this court to independently review the record to determine
whether appealable issues exist. Counsel filed a declaration stating that she was writing
to defendant to explain the nature of the brief she had filed and to inform him of his right
to file a supplemental brief. She was also sending him the record on appeal.

On July 25, 2012, we advised defendant that he had 30 days to submit any issues
that he wished us to consider. To date, we have received no response.

Defendant concedes he was convicted of personally inflicting great bodily injury
upon the victim within the meaning of section 12022.7, subdivision (a) in the course of
violating section 273.5, subdivision (a). Thus, he was convicted of a violent felony.

(8 667.5, subd. (c)(8).) Section 2933.1 provides that any person convicted of a violent
felony “shall accrue no more than 15 percent of worktime credit.” The 95 days of
conduct credit defendant received at the time of sentencing was properly calculated

pursuant to this section.

! All further statutory references are to the Penal Code.



We have independently reviewed the record and are satisfied no arguable issues
exist. Defendant has received effective appellate review of the order entered. (Smith v.
Robbins (2000) 528 U.S. 259, 277-279; People v. Kelly (2006) 40 Cal.4th 106, 123-124.)

The order denying defendant additional conduct credits is affirmed.
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